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Abstract

Neural surface reconstruction relies heavily on accurate
camera poses as input. Despite utilizing advanced pose es-
timators like COLMAP or ARKit, camera poses can still be
noisy. Existing pose-NeRF joint optimization methods han-
dle poses with small noise (inliers) effectively but struggle
with large noise (outliers), such as mirrored poses. In this
work, we focus on mitigating the impact of outlier poses.
Our method integrates an inlier-outlier confidence estima-
tion scheme, leveraging scene graph information gathered
during the data preparation phase. Unlike previous works
directly using rendering metrics as the reference, we em-
ploy a detached color network that omits the viewing di-
rection as input to minimize the impact caused by shape-
radiance ambiguities. This enhanced confidence updating
strategy effectively differentiates between inlier and outlier
poses, allowing us to sample more rays from inlier poses
to construct more reliable radiance fields. Additionally, we
introduce a re-projection loss based on the current Signed
Distance Function (SDF) and pose estimations, strengthen-
ing the constraints between matching image pairs. For out-
lier poses, we adopt a Monte Carlo re-localization method
to find better solutions. We also devise a scene graph updat-
ing strategy to provide more accurate information through-
out the training process. We validate our approach on the
SG-NeRF and DTU datasets. Experimental results on vari-
ous datasets demonstrate that our methods can consistently
improve the reconstruction qualities and pose accuracies.

1. Introduction
Reconstructing the surfaces of objects from multi-view im-
ages is a fundamental challenge in both computer vision and
computer graphics. Inspired by Neural Radiance Fields [39]
(NeRF), recent strides [29, 40, 59, 64] have marked signifi-
cant progress in neural surface reconstruction (NSR) area
by leveraging implicit scene representations and volume
rendering techniques. In NSR, scene geometry is encoded
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Figure 1. Reconstruction results on the SG-NeRF [6] dataset. Both
SG-NeRF [6] and our method take the same initial poses as input,
including significant noises. The camera poses are also presented
with optimized outlier poses, inlier poses and ground truth poses.
More results are illustrated in the supplementary material.

through a signed distance function (SDF), which is learned
by a multilayer perceptron (MLP) network trained with an
image-based rendering loss. Despite these promising ad-
vancements, a key challenge in NSR involves the depen-
dency on accurate camera poses. In practice, NeRF and
its variants often rely on COLMAP [50, 51], a widely-
used Structure from Motion (SfM) framework, to esti-
mate camera poses prior. Unfortunately, these pose esti-
mations can be significantly erroneous, adversely affecting
the reconstruction quality of NeRF. Consequently, recent
efforts [2, 3, 5, 8, 9, 26, 30, 57, 62] have aimed to joint
optimize scene representations and camera poses to mini-
mize the impact of pose errors. Nevertheless, most of these
efforts concentrate on refining relatively small pose errors
(referred to as inliers). It is still a challenge to rectify no-
ticeably incorrect camera poses (referred to as outliers). To
alleviate the negative effects of outliers, SG-NeRF [6] intro-
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duces scene graphs to enhance camera pose optimization for
improved geometric reconstruction. The main contribution
of SG-NeRF lies in estimating the confidence of each cam-
era pose. By prioritizing ray sampling from images with
high confidence poses, SG-NeRF can recover reliable ge-
ometry, even in the presence of numerous outliers, as illus-
trated in the left of Fig. 1. Theoretically, the extreme of
the SG-NeRF philosophy is not sampling on outliers. Thus,
it is important to recognize the inliers and outliers. How-
ever, the heuristic confidence updating strategy in SG-NeRF
only depends on the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) in-
dex, which can not well reflect the differences between the
inliers and outliers. As shown in Fig. 2, with the wrongly es-
timated poses, SG-NeRF can still render images with high
PSNR. This is a classical shape-radiance ambiguity prob-
lem in NeRF series [17, 73, 74]. A potential solution is to
add some regularization terms to the loss function, but it
may be more complicated coupled with a joint pose-NeRF
optimization process.

To address this problem, we explore an improved confi-
dence estimation method to distinguish inliers and outliers.
As shown in the last column of Fig. 2, we empirically find
that a color network without viewing direction as input can
provide more reliable information about pose confidence,
albeit possibly at the expense of rendering and geometric
quality. It is important to note that our primary objective
is to identify inliers and outliers based on estimated con-
fidence. To achieve this, our framework incorporates two
color networks: one that aligns with traditional NSR ap-
proaches, and another is dedicated to confidence estima-
tion. We detach the latter from the main pose-NeRF op-
timization graph to maintain the performance of the NSR
backbone. Typically, the color network used in NSR is a
shallow MLP [38, 59, 73], which means that our method
does not substantially increase computational costs. This
straightforward design allows us to establish a rule-based
threshold to identify inliers and outliers. Subsequently, we
can enhance the final results by integrating tailored designs
for handling each. We present two strategies: for outliers,
we employ a Monte Carlo re-localization method to pro-
vide better initialization; for inliers, we enhance constraints
with re-projection and Intersection-of-Union(IoU) losses.
Additionally, we devise a scene graph updating strategy
based on the current SDF to eliminate incorrectly matched
pairs. Experiments on the SG-NeRF [6] and the DTU [25]
datasets generally show that our method not only yields
high-quality 3D reconstructions but also effectively corrects
outlier poses, as illustrated in the right of Fig. 1. Our con-
tributions can be summarized as follows:

• We propose a plug-and-play camera pose confidence es-
timation method that effectively identifies inliers and out-
liers.

• We introduce strategies such as Monte Carlo re-

GT image Color w/ view direction Color w/o view directionCOLMAP GUI

Figure 2. The illustration of the pose ambiguity. The first row is
the results from inliers and the second row presents outliers. Im-
ages in the first column come from COLMAP [50] GUI, which
show that both these two poses are registered in front of the ob-
ject. However, the ground truth images in the second column show
the opposite phenomenon. The third column presents the render-
ing results of SG-NeRF [6], which use the same color network
as NeuS [59] with view direction as input. As shown in the fourth
column, our method incorporates an isolated color network, which
can well recognize this ambiguity.

localization for outliers and re-projection and IoU losses
for inliers to improve geometric constraints.

• Additionally, we implement a scene graph updating strat-
egy to enhance training guidance. To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first study to update matching pairs
dynamically during the pose-NeRF joint training process.

2. Related works
Neural Surface Reconstruction. Traditional multi-view
stereo (MVS) methods [1, 19, 20, 51] explicitly estab-
lish dense correspondences across multiple images to gen-
erate depth maps, which are subsequently fused into a
global dense point cloud [37, 72]. Surface reconstruction
is typically performed as a post-processing step, employ-
ing techniques such as screened Poisson surface reconstruc-
tion [28]. The processes of searching for correspondences
and estimating depth have been significantly enhanced by
deep learning-based approaches [66, 67]. Recently, the im-
plicit representation has gained a lot of attention due to
its continuity and capability to achieve high spatial resolu-
tions. Building on the pioneering work of Neural Radiance
Fields [38] (NeRF), many successors [18, 29, 59, 60, 64, 69,
71] integrate the signed distance function (SDF) into NeRF
to enhance geometric modeling. Among these, NeuS [59]
is particularly noteworthy for its ability to produce high-
quality reconstructions and successfully handle scenes with
severe occlusions and complex structures. Thus, in this
study, we select NeuS to represent our scenes.

Structure from motion (SfM) and (re)localization.
NeRF and its variants require accurate camera poses as in-
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put [38, 59, 68]. In real-world applications, Structure from
Motion (SfM) [12, 31, 34, 44, 50, 53, 55, 63] techniques
are commonly employed for data pre-processing. SfM or-
ganizes a set of unstructured images by estimating cam-
era poses and triangulating 3D scene points. An essential
byproduct of this process is the scene graph, which captures
information about matching pairs. However, current ad-
vanced SfM frameworks primarily depend on keypoint de-
tection [14, 16, 35, 46, 58] and matching [32, 48, 54] tech-
niques, which can be less effective in textureless or repeti-
tive environments.

The task of (re)localization [4, 15, 47, 49] is also closely
related to SfM. Given a database of posed images, the goal
of this task is to estimate the camera poses of newly cap-
tured images. In the context of NeRF with re-localization,
most existing studies [33, 36, 41, 70] concentrate on relo-
cating new images within well-constructed NeRFs. In our
approach, we implement the Monte Carlo re-localization
method during the training phase to improve the robustness
and accuracy of outlier poses.

Joint NeRF and pose optimization. NeRFmm [62] and
iNeRF [70] demonstrate the potential for jointly learning or
refining camera parameters alongside the NeRF framework.
Following works [2, 7, 10, 24, 30, 45, 61] also perform
different modular modifications. For example, GARF [9]
and SiNeRF [65] capitalize on the inherent smoothness of
non-traditional activations to mitigate the impact of noisy
gradients caused by high-frequency components in posi-
tional embeddings. L2G-NeRF [5] and Invertible Neural
Warp [11] tackle the camera pose representation with an
overparameterization strategy. NoPe-NeRF [3] employs an
external monocular depth estimation model to assist in re-
fining camera poses. Some works [2, 6, 26, 57] also in-
corporate cross-view correspondences to enhance geome-
try constraints. Commonly, most approaches presume that
all images are properly posed initially and focus on local
optimizations for pose correction. Notably similar to our
method is SG-NeRF [6], which is the first to utilize a scene
graph to guide joint optimization. Our work follows this
innovative path but with a modified confidence estimation
strategy.

3. Methods
In this section, we first define the problem setting and pro-
vide an overview of the proposed pipeline. Subsequently,
we delve into the key technical designs in detail.

Problem statement. Our research focuses on the object-
level 3D surface reconstruction from a set of unorga-
nized images captured in an inward-facing configuration.
Specifically, given a collection of RGB images I =

{I1, I2, ..., IN}, our objective is to reconstruct the 3D sur-
face S of the scene. For a specific image Ii, a key output of
our approach is the optimized camera pose Pi = (Ri, ti),
where Ri belongs to SO(3) representing the rotation and ti
is a vector in R3 representing the translation. Additionally,
each pose is assigned an inlier-outlier confidence score.

Method overview. Fig. 3 illustrates the workflow of the
proposed pipeline. In the data preparation stage, we first
employ a widely-used Structure-from-Motion (SfM) algo-
rithm, specifically COLMAP [50], to obtain the initial
camera poses. Given the potential inaccuracies of these
poses, proceeding with a direct joint pose-NeRF optimiza-
tion could be catastrophic. To mitigate this risk, we lever-
age scene graph information to guide the training process
(Sec. 3.1). We update the confidence with our tailored in-
dicator, which can effectively distinguish inlier and outlier
poses. For inliers, we introduce additional constraints to en-
hance the geometric consistency (Sec. 3.2). For outliers, we
utilize Monte Carlo re-localization to find better initializa-
tions (Sec. 3.1). Additionally, We also devise a scene graph
updating strategy to enhance the guidance during training
(Sec. 3.4).

3.1. Scene graph guided confidence estimation
A scene graph G = (V, E) in SfM consists of a set of
nodes V and edges E. Each node vi ∈ V corresponds
to an input image Ii ∈ I, and an edge between two nodes
contains the matching and co-visibility information about
the corresponding images. We annotate all edges as M =
{Mi,j |vi, vj ∈ V, vi ̸= vj}, where the set Mi,j comprises
all matched keypoint pairs between Ii and Ij .

The original scene graph tends to be dense and contains
many incorrect matches. Following SG-NeRF [6], we set an
angular threshold τ for the estimated relative rotations and
remove any edges exceeding τ . Then, each node is assigned
a confidence estimate based on this sparsified scene graph.

The confidence score for a node vi is defined as the mean
number of matching pairs, which can be computed as:

CS(vi) =

∑
Mi,j∈Mi

|Mi,j |
|Mi|

, (1)

where | · | denotes the number of elements in a set, e.g.,
|Mi,j | is the total number of matching pairs of Ii and Ij
and |Mi| is the total number of edges of vi. A higher score
indicates that the image has a better matching quality and
a higher likelihood of being an inlier. We normalize this
confidence score via CS(vi) = CS(vi)/

∑
v∈V CS(v) to

form a probability distribution, which guides the training to
sample more rays from poses with higher confidence. All
confidence computations involve a normalization step and
we omit this step in the following text for brevity.
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Figure 3. An overview of the proposed pipeline. Given the initial scene graph, we apply a confidence updating strategy based on an
indicator from a detached color network, which can identify inlier and outlier poses. For inliers, we utilize re-projection loss and IoU
loss to enhance the geometric constraints. For outliers, we utilize Monte Carlo re-localization method to find better initializations. The
scene graph is also updated based on current geometry and pose estimations. Eventually, our method can reconstruct the 3D mesh from
the trained field and rectify both inlier and outlier poses with high accuracy. The coloration is same as Fig. 1.

These initial scores are derived from keypoint matches,
which might lack a comprehensive understanding of the in-
formation contained in images. Thus, we adaptively update
the confidence scores based on the image rendering qual-
ity. Specifically, we estimate the peak signal-to-noise ratio
(PSNR) for each image according to current image render-
ing loss for efficiency. Then, the confidence scores are up-
dated by [6]:

CS(vi) = CS(vi) + λcPSNR(vi). (2)

However, as shown in Fig. 2, we empirically found that
the PSNR of outliers can be even larger than that of inliers,
which means that more outliers will be sampled. The reason
behind this phenomenon comes from shape-radiance ambi-
guity [17, 62, 73, 74].

To solve this problem, we employ a new color network
Cn which does not take viewing direction as input. To miti-
gate the shape-radiance ambiguity and prevent overfitting,
we use the same sampling points and geometry features
as the original color network Co. We detached all rele-
vant computations from Cn to ensure that the loss from
Cn does not impact the main networks. Since we only
require an indicator that can reflect the relative rendering
qualities of the training images, the PSNR estimated by Cn

can serve the same purpose as that by Co. As highlighted in
NeRF++ [73], most existing works [38, 59] use a shallow
MLP for color network, which acts as an implicit regular-
ization. Thus, Cn will not introduce significant computa-
tional overhead. We use the PSNR estimated from Cn (de-
noted as PSNRn) to update the confidence score through-
out the training process.

It should be noted that we also keep a record of the
PSNR with Co (donated as PSNRo), which can be help-
ful for filtering out outliers. When PSNRo and PSNRn

show a significant discrepancy, it is an indication of anoma-
lous data. Therefore, we recognize poses with |PSNRo −

PSNRn| > τ1 as outliers.

3.2. Joint optimization
We build up our framework based on NeuS [59]. The neural
surface reconstruction loss function is defined as follows:

LNSR = Lcolor(Co) + Lcolor(Cn) + λLreg. (3)

The Lcolor(Co) represents calculating Lcolor by Co. The
Lcolor(Cn) is calculated by Cn, with gradients only back-
propagated to Cn. The Lcolor is a photometric loss:

Lcolor =
∥∥∥Ĉ−C

∥∥∥
1
, (4)

where Ĉ is obtained by volume rendering equation [27, 38]
and C is the ground truth color.

The Lreg incorporates the Eikonal term [21] applied to
the sampled points to regularize the learned SDF, which can
be expressed as:

Lreg =
1

k

k∑
i=1

(∥∇f(pi)∥2 − 1)2, (5)

where f(pi) represents the distance estimate for each sam-
pled 3D location along the ray.

We also utilize the Intersection-of-Union (IoU) loss Liou

and re-projection loss Lrep [23] to further improve the pose
accuracy. The Liou loss, firstly proposed by SG-NeRF [6],
not only enhances geometry consistency but also acceler-
ates convergence. Another related constraint is the epipolar
loss proposed by PoRF [2]. However, we find that both
epipolar and IoU losses do not handle outliers effectively.
In fact, the re-projection loss can fulfill the same role as the
epipolar loss [23] but is more reliable to the scene geometry.
The epipolar loss does not require depth for back-projection
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but is invariant to the scale of the translation part. Consid-
ering the aforementioned analysis, we opt for the IoU loss
and the re-projection loss in our framework.

Given a pair of matched keypoints kpi from image Ii and
kpj from image Ij , we define the Intersection Volume as:

I = MoG(kpi) ·MoG(kpj), (6)

and Union Volume as:

U = MoG(kpi) +MoG(kpj)− I, (7)

where MoG(·) is a mixture of Gaussians for sampling
points along a ray. The IoU loss can be computed as:

Liou = 1− I

U
. (8)

With a set of points sampled from the ray corresponding
to kpi, we approximate the depth di of kpi by selecting the
point with maximal weights. Thus, the re-projection loss
can be achieved by:

Lrep = Lδ (kp
′
i, kpj) , (9)

where kp′i is the re-projected point of kpi in image Ij and
Lδ represents the Huber loss.

We jointly optimize inlier-inlier pairs, while bypassing
outlier-outlier pairs. For inlier-outlier pairs, we only opti-
mize the poses of outliers and keep inliers and NeuS back-
bone fixed. Our overall loss is defined as:

L = LNSR + αLiou + βLrep. (10)

3.3. Monte Carlo re-localization
Geometry constraints in Sec. 3.2 can still struggle with cer-
tain extreme cases. One intractable case comes from the
mirror-symmetry ambiguity, which has been extensively
studied in SfM [42, 43, 52]. In the context of pose-NeRF
joint optimization, NeRFmm [62] and LU-NeRF [8] also
mentioned the same problem. LU-NeRF solves this prob-
lem by training two NeRF models, one of which uses re-
flected poses, requiring significant time to find the mirror
poses.

Leveraging our confidence scheme, we can easily detect
outliers, particularly those mirrored outliers. To maximize
the use of training images, we propose to utilize Monte
Carlo re-localization techniques [13, 36] to assist outliers
in finding better initializations. Specifically, as we focus on
inward-facing scenes, we first estimate a coarse main axis
of the scene using inlier poses. The rotation around this
main axis is defined as Raxis(θ), where θ is the angle of
rotation. We then distribute the initial particles uniformly
around this axis. Given a outlier pose Ro, to, the poses of
these particles can be obtained by:

Figure 4. The illustration of scene graph updating. We filter out
the wrong matched keypoint pairs (colored in red lines) and keep
the correct pairs (colored in blue lines). We select image pairs with
relatively few matching pairs for clearer visualization. Additional
results are detailed in the supplementary materials.

Rpi = Raxis(
i · 2π
Np

) ·Ro, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , Np}, (11)

and

tpi = Raxis(
i · 2π
Np

) · to, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , Np}, (12)

where (Rpi
, tpi

) is the pose of i-th particle and Np is the
number of particles. We fix all network components and
only optimize the poses of particles. Initially, each par-
ticle is sampled equally for optimization. Subsequently,
the sampling probability is adjusted based on the esti-
mated PSNRn. If the maximum PSNRn of the parti-
cles exceeds that of the current outlier at the end of the
re-localization stage, we replace (Ro, to) with the pose of
this particle. Additional details about our Monte Carlo re-
localization are provided in the supplementary materials.

3.4. Scene graph updating
The initial confidence, based on results from SfM, may be
sub-optimal. Therefore, we periodically update the scene
graph according to current geometry and pose estimations.
Similar to Sec. 3.1, we use the same angular threshold τ to
remove edges from the raw graph. For remaining keypoint
matching pairs, we remove those with a re-projection loss
surpassing the threshold τrep, which is gradually reduced
throughout the training. As illustrated in Fig. 4, our method
effectively eliminates wrong matches, providing more reli-
able information for subsequent training iterations.

4. Experiments
4.1. Experiment setup
Following SG-NeRF [6], we conduct our experiments on
8 cases from the SG-NeRF dataset and 5 cases from the
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Figure 5. Qualitative comparisons on the SG-NeRF [6] dataset. Our method can generally recover high-fidelity geometry with only one-
stage training. More visual comparisons are provided in supplementary materials.

DTU [25] dataset to validate our method. Following litera-
ture [29, 59], we assess the mesh quality with Chamfer dis-
tance (CD) and F-score metrics. The baseline methods for
comparison include BARF [30], SCNeRF [26], GARF [10],
L2G-NeRF [5], Joint-TensoRF [7], PoRF [2] and SG-
NeRF [6]. Results with * are achieved in a two-stage man-
ner, including official implementations and NeuS [59] with
optimized poses. The initial camera poses of SG-NeRF are
obtained by using Superpoint [14] and SuperGlue [48], with
COLMAP [47, 63] backend optimization. As presented in
SG-NeRF [6], this combination consistently outperforms
the standard COLMAP but still results in a proportion of
significant incorrect poses, ranging from 1/9 to 1/3. The ini-
tial poses for DTU are obtained by conventional COLMAP
first. To simulate outlier poses, SG-NeRF randomly selects
1/7 to 1/4 of the images for each scene and injects random
noises to their poses. For a fair comparison, all methods,
including ours, use the same initial poses as input.

4.2. Implementation details
We implement our method based on NeuS [59]. The cam-
era poses are implemented by Lietorch [56], which can per-
form backpropagation on SE(3) Groups. Following SG-

NeRF [6], the angular threshold τ for scene graph sparsi-
fication is set as 70 for SG-NeRF dataset [6] and 45 for
DTU [25] dataset, respectively. The inlier-outlier thresh-
old is set as τ1 = 9, which is an extremely large perfor-
mance gap for PSNRo and PSNRn. The weights of loss
are set as λ = 0.1, α = 0.2, and β = 0.001 respectively.
The particle number Np is set as 24 for efficiency. Other
configurations are kept the same as NeuS. All experiments
are conducted on NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPUs. Our method
runs an average of 13 hours for 150k iterations on the SG-
NeRF dataset, and 22 hours for 300k iterations on the DTU
dataset.

4.3. Comparisons
Results on SG-NeRF. The quantitative results are re-
ported in Table 1. Both NeuS [59] and Neuralangelo [29]
degenerate severely due to significantly noisy camera poses.
PoRF [2] and SCNeRF [26] demonstrate commendable re-
sults in certain cases, highlighting the importance of incor-
porating cross-view correspondences. Among the competi-
tors, SG-NeRF [6] achieves the best overall performance,
underscoring the effectiveness of scene graph guidance.
Our method consistently outperforms other approaches by a
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Table 1. Quantitative results on SG-NeRF [6]. The red and blue numbers indicate the first and second performer for each scene. † denotes
that only valid values are used for the average. Methods with * are trained in a two-stage manner.

Baby Bear Bell Clock Deaf Farmer Pavilion Sculpture Mean

C
ha

m
fe

rd
is

ta
nc

e
↓ NeuS [59] 0.69 0.31 3.33 1.16 0.55 2.49 0.29 0.66 1.18

Neuralangelo [29] 0.70 0.65 - 0.38 0.59 4.89 1.95 0.31 1.35†

BARF [30]* 1.08 0.28 3.31 0.19 0.46 2.13 0.38 0.57 1.05
SCNeRF [26]* 1.19 0.27 3.74 1.33 0.46 1.45 0.23 0.81 1.19
GARF [10]* 2.04 2.25 3.08 2.01 0.59 1.58 0.96 0.57 1.64
L2G-NeRF [5]* 1.15 0.29 1.26 0.24 0.40 2.18 - 4.36 1.41†

Joint-TensoRF [7]* 3.11 - 2.49 0.36 0.88 2.51 1.35 0.70 1.63†

PoRF [2] 0.31 0.49 - - 0.30 3.80 2.20 - 1.42†

SG-NeRF [6] 0.56 0.25 0.98 0.15 0.45 0.87 0.20 0.22 0.46
Ours 0.07 0.09 1.22 0.15 0.13 0.62 0.17 0.09 0.32

F-
sc

or
e
↑

NeuS [59] 0.65 0.93 0.48 0.72 0.84 0.54 0.93 0.70 0.74
Neuralangelo [29] 0.57 0.80 - 0.85 0.66 0.14 0.47 0.89 0.63†

BARF [30]* 0.58 0.91 0.49 0.95 0.86 0.51 0.86 0.87 0.75
SCNeRF [26]* 0.56 0.93 0.49 0.69 0.86 0.59 0.95 0.73 0.72
GARF [10]* 0.18 0.21 0.50 0.27 0.78 0.57 0.41 0.83 0.47
L2G-NeRF [5]* 0.58 0.92 0.65 0.92 0.89 0.49 - 0.21 0.67†

Joint-TensoRF [7]* 0.20 - 0.38 0.84 0.60 0.24 0.34 0.63 0.46†

PoRF [2] 0.92 0.78 - - 0.92 0.39 0.35 - 0.67†

SG-NeRF [6] 0.74 0.93 0.71 0.96 0.87 0.76 0.94 0.92 0.85
Ours 0.99 0.99 0.65 0.96 0.99 0.79 0.94 0.99 0.91

A
PE

↓ SG-NeRF [6] 2.16 1.84 2.15 1.80 1.17 0.72 0.6 1.10 1.44
Ours 0.004 0.004 0.37 0.003 0.016 0.018 0.003 0.006 0.053

R
PE

↓ SG-NeRF [6] 2.26 1.38 2.29 0.51 2.10 1.12 1.04 2.02 1.59
Ours 0.005 0.004 0.70 0.002 0.021 0.022 0.004 0.008 0.096

considerable margin, which shows the effectiveness of our
framework. The visual comparison is provided in Fig. 5,

Baby Bell ClockFarmer

Figure 6. Visualization of pose accuracy. The fist row presents
our results and the second is SG-NeRF [6]. Dashed lines repre-
sent ground truth poses and solid lines are optimized poses. The
poses rectified by our method are well aligned with the ground
truth poses. In the hardest Bell case, our method can still refine
most outliers, while SG-NeRF failed in all cases.

where our method distinctly excels in capturing finer ge-
ometric details. However, we empirically observed that all
methods, including ours, struggle with the Bell scene, likely
due to the sparsity of training images.

We also utilize evo [22] to evaluate the pose accuracy
of our method and SG-NeRF [6]. Due to the original SG-
NeRF dataset does not provide inlier-outlier information,
we utilize our indicator to filter out outliers. We align in-
liers to ground truth poses to get a global SIM(3) transfor-
mation, which is then applied to all poses. The results of ab-
solute pose error (APE) and relative pose error (RPE) w.r.t.
full transformation (including both rotation and translation
parts) are reported in Table 1. Our pose accuracy surpasses
that of SG-NeRF by more than two orders of magnitude on
both RPE and APE. Fig. 6 shows the visual comparison of
the camera pose accuracy.

Results on DTU. The quantitative results are shown in
Table 2. We report a new result of SG-NeRF [6] on Scan
37 with a better performance (originally reported as 2.39),
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Figure 7. Qualitative comparison on the DTU [25] dataset. L2G-NeRF [5] is trained in a two-stage manner and others are trained in one
stage with the same iterations. All methods take the same initial poses as input.

Table 2. Quantitative results on the DTU [25] dataset with noisy
camera poses as input.

Chamfer distance ↓ 24 37 40 55 63 Mean

NeuS [59] 1.07 2.80 1.52 1.30 3.20 1.98
Neuralangelo [29] 1.06 2.96 1.22 0.42 1.23 1.38
BARF [30]* 1.46 1.40 5.16 1.78 1.80 2.32
SCNeRF [26]* 1.45 2.84 2.60 0.78 1.83 1.90
GARF [10]* 1.18 2.00 2.61 2.37 8.74 3.38
L2G-NeRF [5]* 1.08 1.60 3.27 1.79 6.97 2.94
Joint-TensoRF [7]* 1.00 2.60 - - 7.71 3.77†

PoRF [2] 1.15 2.33 0.97 0.76 1.30 1.30
SG-NeRF [6] 0.87 1.83 0.88 0.38 1.13 1.01
Ours 0.80 1.30 0.61 0.44 1.09 0.85

due to the fact of our experiment. In DTU [6] dataset, our
method performs slightly better than SG-NeRF. We em-
pirically find that our Monte Carlo re-localization has not
been triggered. Thus, the experiment on the DTU [25]
dataset can be viewed as an improved version of SG-NeRF.
Our method outperforms the competitors on four scans and
achieves a similar performance with SG-NeRF on Scan 55.
A qualitative comparison can be found in Figure 7.

4.4. Ablation studies

To validate the effectiveness of each component of our
method, including the re-projection loss, Monte Carlo re-
localization, and the scene updating strategy, we select
4 cases from both SG-NeRF [6] and DTU [25] datasets.
We evaluate the re-projection loss using the DTU dataset,
while the other components are assessed with the SG-NeRF

dataset. All experiments are conducted using our proposed
confidence updating strategy. The results are reported in
Table 3. Monte Carlo re-localization significantly enhances
the results, and the scene updating strategy also contributes
to a slight improvement in the final outcomes, confirming
the effectiveness of these two components. Although the
experiments without the re-projection loss include a cross-
view constraint loss (IoU loss), our complete model still
demonstrates further improvements.

5. Conclusions
This paper addresses neural surface reconstruction from im-
age sets characterized by significant outlier poses. By lever-
aging the scene graph to guide training, we introduce a
novel confidence updating strategy that effectively recog-
nizes inliers and outliers. We enhance geometric constraints
through the integration of Intersection-of-Union (IoU) loss
and re-projection loss, while employing Monte Carlo re-
localization techniques to accurately reposition outliers.
These methods, combined with our scene graph updating

Table 3. Ablation studies on SG-NeRF [6] and DTU [25] datasets.
We individually remove scene updating (S.U.) and Monte Carlo re-
localization (M.C.) on the SG-NeRF dataset. On the DTU dataset,
we validate the effectiveness of the re-projection (Rep.) loss.

SG-NeRF [6] DTU [25]
scene w/o S.U. w/o M.C. full scene w/o Rep. full

baby 0.11 0.38 0.07 scan24 0.91 0.80
bear 0.17 0.28 0.09 scan40 0.78 0.61
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strategy, enable our framework to achieve state-of-the-art
performance on the challenging SG-NeRF dataset. One
limitation of our approach is its dependency on a substantial
number of inlier poses. As a promising direction for future
research, incorporating prior models could make our frame-
work more robust, especially in sparsely captured scenes.
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Robust SG-NeRF: Robust Scene Graph Aided Neural Surface Reconstruction

Supplementary Material

5.1. More visual results
The interactive visual comparisons are presented in
https://rsg-nerf.github.io/RSG-NeRF/.

Fig. 8 and 9 illustrate more results of the scene graph
updating. We present 4 cases in Bear and Baby scenes, in-
cluding all rejected, all accepted, more inlier matching and
more outlier matching in each.

Fig. 10 illustrate the comparisons of SG-NeRF [6] and
our method in 8 scenes of SG-NeRF dataset, including
meshes and poses.

Fig. 11 to 14 present the detailed mesh comparisons.

5.2. Details about Monte Carlo re-localization
We follow [13, 36] to implement our Monte Carlo re-
localization. We fix the NeuS [59] backbone first and uti-
lize Lcolor(Cn) of optimize pose parameters. To make the
gradients backpropagate to pose parameters, we remove the
detach flag in the re-localization process. In the first stage,
each particle is sampled with the same probability. We
maintain a PSNRn list for each particle and approximate
the current PSNRn by the mean value of last 10 elements
in the list.

Subsequently, we compute the distribution of the parti-
cles according to the PSNRn in current state, abbreviated
as Pn. For a specific particle pi, we define the sampling
probability of pi by:

P(pi) =
e(Pn(pi)−minPn)∑

p∈{p1,p2,...,pNp} e
(Pn(p)−minPn)

. (13)

Figure 8. Scene graph updating on Bear.

Figure 9. Scene graph updating on Baby.
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Figure 10. Reconstruction results on the SG-NeRF [6] dataset. Both SG-NeRF [6] and our method take the same initial poses as input,
including significant noises. The camera poses are also presented with optimized outlier poses, inlier poses and ground truth poses.

Reference SG-NeRF Ours Reference SG-NeRF Ours

Figure 11. Reconstruction results on the SG-NeRF [6] dataset (Baby, Bear).
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Figure 12. Reconstruction results on the SG-NeRF [6] dataset (Bell, Clock).
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Figure 13. Reconstruction results on the SG-NeRF [6] dataset (Deaf, Farmer).
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Figure 14. Reconstruction results on the SG-NeRF [6] dataset (Pavilion, Sculpture).
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